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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant arguments, with respect to claims 1 - 27, filed June 23, 2004 have 
been fully considered but they are not persuasive for the following reasons. 

Applicant argues: 

(a) Czyszczewski does not discuss network addresses of services (e.g., 
databases) that may be identified by MFDs and specified by the user. The "network 
addresses of services (e.g., databases) that may be identified by MFDs and specified 
by the user" in the present application and claims has specifically different meaning 
(Page 11, Paragraph 2). 

(b) Stevenson does not discuss or suggest that a user might specify - "at said 
multifunction device" -a path to a remote storage device (Page 12, paragraph 3). 

Regarding argument (a): It is respectfully noted that Applicant's arguments 
appear incommensurate in scope with the limitations of representative claims 1 . In 
particular, the examiner does not see where the " network addresses of services (e.g., 
databases) that may be identified by MFDs and specified by the user". The passage in 
Czyszczewski relied upon the Office action for the rejection refers to "establishing a link 
between said multifunction device and a user-specified remote storage device having 
said data operatively associated therewith" of Czyszczewski is not like the "network 
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addresses of services (e.g., databases) that may be identified by MFDs and specified 
by the user" of the present invention. 

It is noted that Czyszczewski shows in column 2, line 3 - 6, "connectivity between 
the multifunction device which is analogous to establishing a link between said 
multifunction device and a user-specified remote storage device having said data 
operatively associated therewith, therefore the claimed limitation is rendered obvious 
over the art of record at the present time. 

Regarding argument (b): Examiner respectfully disagrees with the applicant 
because this claim limitation is not defined in the specification and therefore the 
rejection is based on 35 USC § 112 as discussed below. 

2. Examiner respectfully disagrees with all of the allegations as argued. Examiner, 
in his previous office action, pointed out exact locations in the cited prior art. 

In view of the above, the examiner contends that all limitations as recited in the 
claims have been addressed in this Action. For the above reasons, Examiner believed 
that rejection of the last Office action was proper. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 
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Claims 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as failing to 
comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject matter, which 
was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one skilled in the art to 
which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and/or use the 
invention. There is no mention as to identifying said user-specified remote storage 
device based at least in part on a path thereto specified by a user at said multifunction 
device. Identifying said user-specified remote storage device based at least in part on a 
path is not disclosed, and therefore is not enabling to one of ordinary skill in the art. 

4. The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claims 1 and 12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 112, second paragraph, as 

being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the 

subject matter which applicant regards as the invention. 

Regarding claims 1 and 12, the term "Identifying said user-specified remote 
storage device based at least in part on a path" in claims 1 and 12 is relative which 
renders the claim indefinite. The term "Identifying said user-specified remote storage 
device based at least in part on a path" is not defined by the claim, the specification 
does not provide a standard for ascertaining the requisite degree, and one of ordinary 
skill in the art would not be reasonably apprised of the scope of the invention. 
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Regarding claims 4-11, these claims depend from claim 1 and claims 
14-20 depend from claim 12; therefore inherit their deficiencies respectively. 

Claim Rejections - 35 (JSC § 103 

5. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 1,4-12, and 14-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over U.S Patent 6,577,907 issued to Joseph Stanley Czyszczewski et al. 
(hereinafter "Czyszczewski") in view of U.S. Patent 6,321,308 issued to Dan Arnon et al 
(hereinafter "Arnon"). 

Regarding claim 1 , Czyszczewski teaches a method for providing access from a 
multifunction device to data operatively associated with a user-specified remote storage 
device, comprising: 

establishing a link between said multifunction device and the user-specified 
remote storage device having said data operatively associated therewith (see column 2, 
lines 3-6); and 

accessing said data operatively associated with said user-specified remote 
storage device from said multifunction device over said link established therebetween 
(see column 3, lines 50 - 60). 
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Czyszczewski does not explicitly teach identifying said user-specified remote 
storage device based at least in part on a path thereto specified by a user at said 
multifunction device. 

Arnon teaches identifying said user-specified remote storage device is based at 
least in part on a path thereto specified by a user at said multifunction device (see 
column 4, lines 60 - 66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Arnon with the teaching of 
Czyszczewski to provide a method and apparatus for improving performance of data 
transactions associated with several devices connected via a bus or network. The 
motivation is that this system provides queuing scheme, which allows for a high degree 
of parallelism while maintaining validity of storage system. 

Regarding claim 4, Czyszczewski teaches identifying said user-specified remote 
storage device is based at least in part on a user profile (see column 3, lines 50 - 55). 

Regarding claim 5, Czyszczewski teaches converting a document to electronic 
format at said multifunction device (see column 2, lines 65 - 67); and 

combining said document in electronic format with said accessed data (see 
column 9, lines 3-7). 
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Regarding claim 6, Czyszczewski teaches combining said accessed data with an 
electronic document generated at said multifunction device (see column 11, lines 12 - 
19); and 

sending said combined electronic document and accessed data from said 
multifunction device to a network destination (see column 3, lines 1 - 7 and column 7, 
lines 12-25). 

Regarding claim 7, Czyszczewski teaches accessing said data is from an 
address book operatively associated with said user-specified remote storage device 
(see column 12, lines 8-14). 

Regarding claim 8, Czyszczewski teaches identifying a network destination for an 
electronic document generated at said multifunction device based on said data 
accessed from said address book (see column 14, lines 15 - 20). 

Regarding claim 9, Czyszczewski teaches editing an entry in said address book 
operatively associated with said user-specified remote storage device from said 
multifunction device (see column 6, lines 50 - 67). 

Regarding claim 10, Czyszczewski teaches configuring said multifunction device 
before identifying said user-specified remote storage device (see column 3, lines 56 - 
60). 
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Regarding claims 1 1 and 20, Czyszczewski teaches displaying at least a portion 
of said data at said multifunction device (see column 10, lines 21 - 24). 

Regarding claim 12, Czyszczewski teaches a method for accessing user- 
requested data from a configured multifunction device, comprising: 

retrieving said user-requested data operatively associated with said remote 
storage device from said configured multifunction device (see column 10, lines 21 - 27). 

Czyszczewski does not explicitly teach identifying a remote storage device 
having said user-requested data operatively associated therewith based at least in part 
on a path for said remote storage device specified by a user at said configured 
multifunction device. 

Arnon teaches teach identifying a remote storage device having said user- 
requested data operatively associated therewith based at least in part on a path for said 
remote storage device specified by a user at said configured multifunction device (see 
column 4, lines 60-66). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Arnon with the teaching of 
Czyszczewski to provide a method and apparatus for improving performance of data 
transactions associated with several devices connected via a bus or network. The 
motivation is that this system provides queuing scheme, which allows for a high degree 
of parallelism while maintaining validity of storage system. 
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Regarding claim 14, Czyszczewski teaches identifying said remote storage 
device is based at least in part on a user profile (see column 3, lines 50 - 55). 

Regarding claim 15, Czyszczewski teaches converting a document to electronic 
format at said configured multifunction device (see column 2, lines 65 - 67); and 

combining said document in electronic format with said retrieved user-requested 
data (see column 9, lines 3 - 7). 

Regarding claim 16, Czyszczewski teaches combining said retrieved user- 
requested data with an electronic document generated at said configured multifunction 
device (see column 11, lines 12-19); and 

sending said combined electronic document and retrieved user-requested data 
from said configured multifunction device to a network destination (see column 3, lines 1 
- 7 and column 7, lines 12 - 25). 

Regarding claim 17, Czyszczewski teaches retrieved said user-requested data is 
from an address book operatively associated with said remote storage device (see 
column 12, lines 8 - 14). 

Regarding claim 18, Czyszczewski teaches identifying a network destination for 
an electronic document generated at said configured multifunction device based on said 
user-requested data retrieved from said address book (see column 14, lines 15-20). 
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Regarding claim 19, Czyszczewski teaches editing an entry in said address book 
operatively associated with said remote storage device from said multifunction device 
(see column 6, lines 50 - 67). 

Regarding claim 21, Czyszczewski teaches a multifunction device comprising: 
computer-readable media operatively associated with said multifunction device 
and having computer-readable program code thereon including program code for 
identifying data operatively associated with a user-specified remote storage device (see 
column 9, lines 38 - 49 and column 1 0, lines 21 - 27); and 

program code for accessing said data operatively associated with said user- 
specified remote storage device from said multifunction device (see column 10, lines 28 
-47). 

Czyszczewski does not explicitly teach identifying data operatively associated 
with a user-specified remote storage device (see column 6, lines 46 - 51). 

It would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine the teaching of Arnon with the teaching of 
Czyszczewski to provide a method and apparatus for improving performance of data 
transactions associated with several devices connected via a bus or network. The 
motivation is that this system provides queuing scheme, which allows for a high degree 
of parallelism while maintaining validity of storage system. 
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Regarding claim 22, Czyszczewski teaches said data is an address book (see 
column 12, lines 8- 14). 

Regarding claim 23, Czyszczewski teaches program code for retrieving an entry 
from said address book, said entry identifying a network destination (see column 12, 
lines 8 - 23); 

program code for associating said entry from said address book with an 
electronic document at said multifunction device (see column 7, lines 14 - 26); and 

program code for sending said electronic document to said network destination 
identified by said entry from said address book (see column 7, lines 16 - 22). 

Regarding claim 24, Czyszczewski teaches said data is a document in electronic 
format (see column 2, lines 65 - 67). 

Regarding claim 25, Czyszczewski teaches program code for sending a 
document in electronic format from said multifunction device to a network destination 
(see column 3, lines 1 - 7 and column 7, lines 12 - 25). 

Regarding claim 26, Czyszczewski teaches program code for combining a 
document in electronic format with a document image at said multifunction device (see 
column 9, lines 3 - 7); 
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program code for sending said combination of said document in electronic format 
and said document image from said multifunction device to a network destination (see 
column 5, lines 30 - 40). 

Regarding claim 27, Czyszczewski teaches said user-specified remote device is 
another multifunction device (see column 7, lines 26 - 40). 

Conclusion 

6. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Fred I. Ehichioya whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4034. The examiner can normally be reached on M - F 8:00 AM to 4:30 PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John E. Breene can be reached on 571-272-4107. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Fred I. Ehichioya 
Patent Examiner 
Art Unit 2162 
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